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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Argument 

1 . This is in response to amendment filed on 4/29/04 in which claims 1 -22 are pending. The 
applicant's amendment has been fully considered but they are moot based on the new ground of 
rejection. Therefore, this case is made final 



2, As per claims 1, 10 and 13, applicant argues that there is no disclosure in Vacante et al 
that teaches " making the new configuration information active. . . only in response to receiving 
an activation message". The examiner agrees and introduces Widegren et al as prior art in order 
to teach the claimed limitation. Furthermore, as per the claimed limitation "storing the active 
QoS configuration information and the inactive configuration in logically separate areas of 
memory of a network device that serves as the policy enforcement", Vacante et al teaches storing 
two different configurations at the network device. It is inherent that the two configurations are 
stored in logically different memory location in order not to overlap each other. 

As per claim 8 and 20, the applicant argues the lack of relationship between interpreting 
the context of other objects based on a context object sent or determining a kind of decision to 
return to the PDP. The examiner disagrees. Putzolu et al teaches a policy protocol designed to 
communicate request message at run-time to PDP in response to external action within the 
network. The applicant's argument is moot. Therefore, the rejection stand as stated. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1, 10 and 13 are rejected under 35 US.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Patent No. 6,651,191 to Vacante et al in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,621,793 to Widegren et al. 

a. As per claims 1, 10, 13, Vacante et al teaches a method of enforcing network quality of 
service policy information at one or more policy enforcement points, the method comprising the 
computer-implemented steps of: receiving active QoS configuration information at a policy 
enforcement point (See col. 6, lines 44-48); receiving new configuration information and storing 
the new configuration information as an inactive configuration of the policy enforcement point 
(See col 6, lines 52-59); storing the active QoS configuration information and the inactive 
configuration in logically separate areas of memory of a network device that serves as the policy 
enforcement(See col. 6, lines 52-64 Remarks: Vacante et al teaches storing two different 
configurations at the network device. It is inherent that the two configurations are stored in 
logically different memory location in order not to overlap each other); determining whether the 
inactive configuration information is properly functional in combination with the active QoS 
configuration information (See col. 6, lines 58-60). However, Vacante et al fails to teach making 
the new configuration information active in place of the active QoS configuration information 
only in response to receiving an activation message. 
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Widegren et al teaches making the new configuration information active in place of the 
active QoS configuration information only in response to receiving an activation message (See 
col. 8, lines 3-6). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate making the new configuration information active in place of the active 
QoS configuration information only in response to receiving an activation message as taught by 
Widegren et al in the claimed invention of Vacante et al in order to filter and gate data in packet 
data networks (See col. 1, lines 16-17) 



5. Claims 3, 7-8, 15 and 19-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent No, 6,651,191 to Vacante et al in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,61 1,864 to Putzolu 
et al. 

a. As per claims 3 and 15, Vacante et al teaches the claimed invention as described above. 
However, Vacante et al fails to teach wherein the step of receiving new configuration 
information further comprises the steps of receiving a decision message from the policy decision 
point and determining whether the decision message identifies an inactive configuration. 

Putzolu et al teaches extensible policy-based network management architecture. 
Furthermore, Putzolu et al teaches wherein the step of receiving new configuration information 
further comprises the steps of receiving a decision message from the policy decision point and 
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determining whether the decision message identifies an inactive configuration (See col. 5, lines 
5-10) 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate wherein the step of receiving new configuration information further 
comprises the steps of receiving a decision message from the policy decision point and 
determining whether the decision message identifies an inactive configuration as taught by 
Putzolu et al in the claimed invention of Vacante et al in order to allow PEPs to be more flexible 
both in actions and conditions they support and the classes of problems that can be addressed 
(See col 5, lines 24-27). 

b. As per claims 4 and 16, Vacante et al teaches the claimed invention as described above. 
However, Vacante et al fails to teach wherein receiving a COPS decision message from the 
policy decision point that identifies the configuration information as an inactive configuration by 
a specified message type value in a Context object that forms part of the decision message. 

Putzolu et al teaches receiving a COPS decision message from the policy decision point 
(See col. 3, lines 12-15) that identifies the configuration information as an inactive configuration 
by a specified message type value in a Context object that forms part of the decision message 
(See col. 4, lines 17-22). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate receiving a COPS decision message from the policy decision point that 
identifies the configuration information as an inactive configuration by a specified message type 
value in a Context object that forms part of the decision message as taught by Putzolu et al in the 
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claimed invention of Vacante et al in order to evaluate whether an action should be taken or not 
(See col. 5, line 4). 

c. As per claims 6 and 18, Vacante et al teaches the claimed invention as described above. 
Furthermore, Vacante et al teaches wherein determining whether the inactive configuration 
information is properly functional comprises the steps of combining the inactive configuration 
information with the active QoS configuration to result in creating a combined configuration and 
carrying out one or more consistency checks using the combined configuration without actually 
deploying the combined configuration to the policy enforcement point (See col. 52-67). 

d. As per claims 7 and 1 9, Vacante et al teaches the claimed invention as described above. 
Furthermore, Vacante et al teaches updating the active QoS configuration information using the 
inactive configuration and thereby deploying the inactive configuration as a new active 
configuration; copying the active configuration to the inactive configuration and making the new 
configuration information active in place of the active QoS configuration information. However, 
Vacante et al fails to teach receiving an activation message comprises the steps of: receiving an 
empty install decision message from the policy decision point. 

Putzolu et al teaches receiving an activation message comprises the steps of: receiving an 
empty install decision message from the policy decision point (See col 1, lines 62-64). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate receiving an activation message comprises the steps of: receiving an 
empty install decision message from the policy decision point as taught by Putzolu et al in the 
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claimed invention of Vacante et al order to define an extension for the COPS protocol for each 
new type of managed network resource (See col. 1, lines 60-61). 

e. As per claims 8 and 20, Vacante et al teaches the claimed invention as described above. 
Furthermore, Vacante et al teaches making the new configuration information active in place of 
the active QoS configuration information, deleting the inactive configuration; copying the active 
configuration to the inactive configuration (See col. 6, lines 55-67). However, Vacante et al fails 
to teach only in response to receiving activation message comprises the steps of receiving an 
install named object decision message from the policy decision point; installing the object named 
in the decision message as the active QoS configuration information 

Putzolu et al teaches receiving an install named object decision message from the policy 
decision point; installing the object named in the decision message as the active QoS 
configuration information (See col. 4, lines 17-22). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to incorporate receiving an install named object decision message from the policy decision 
point; installing the object named in the decision message as the active QoS configuration 
information as taught by Putzolu et al in the claimed invention of Vacante et al in order to 
evaluate whether an action should be taken or not (See col. 5, line 4). 

7. Claims 1 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 
6,611,864 to Putzolu in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,651,191 to Vacante et al and further in view of 
U.S. Patent No. 6,621,793 to Widegren et al. 
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a. As per claim 1 1 , Putzolu et al teaches enforcing network quality of service policy 
information at one of a plurality of policy enforcement points, comprising: one or more network 
interfaces one or more processors coupled to the one or more network interfaces for receiving 
network information therefrom and enforcing one or more network quality of service policies 
thereon; one or more stored sequences of instructions accessible to the one or more processors 
and which, when executed by the one or more processors (See col. 6, lines 51-62). However, 
Putzolu et al fails to teach creating and storing active QoS configuration information at one of 
the plurality of policy enforcement points; receiving new configuration information and storing 
the new configuration information as an inactive configuration of the policy enforcement point; 
storing the active QoS configuration information and the inactive configuration in logically 
separate areas of memory of a network device that serves as the policy enforcement; determining 
whether the inactive configuration information is properly functional in combination with the, 
active QoS configuration information; making the new configuration information active in place 
of the active QoS configuration information only in response to receiving an activation 
message. 

Vacante et al teaches creating and storing active QoS configuration information at one of 
the plurality of policy enforcement points (See col 6, lines 44-48); receiving new configuration 
information and storing the new configuration information as an inactive configuration of the 
policy enforcement point (See col. 6, lines 52-59); determining whether the inactive 
configuration information is properly functional in combination with the, active QoS 
configuration information (See col. 6, lines 58-60); making the new configuration information 
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active in place of the active QoS configuration information only in response to receiving an 
activation message (See col. 6, lines 64-67). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to creating and storing active QoS configuration information at one of the plurality of 
policy enforcement points; receiving new configuration information and storing the new 
configuration information as an inactive configuration of the policy enforcement point; 
determining whether the inactive configuration information is properly functional in combination 
with the, active QoS configuration information; making the new configuration information active 
in place of the active QoS configuration information only in response to receiving an activation 
message as taught by Vacante et al in the claimed invention of Putzolu et al in order to detect in 
advance of policy deployment whether a policy can be implemented by a specific target (See col. 
2, lines 38-40). 

Widegren et al teaches making the new configuration information active in place of the 
active QoS configuration information only in response to receiving an activation message (See 
col 8, lines 3-6). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate making the new configuration information active in place of the active 
QoS configuration information only in response to receiving an activation message as taught by 
Widegren et al in the claimed invention of Putzolu in view of Vacante et al in order to filter and 
gate data in packet data networks (See col. 1, lines 16-17) 
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8. Claims 21 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Patent No. 6,651,191 to Vacante et al in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,621,793 to Widegren et al and 
further in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,170,009 to Mandal et al. 

a. As per claim 21 and 22, Vacante et al teaches a method of enforcing network quality of 
service policy information at a policy enforcement points, the method comprising at each of the 
plurality of policy enforcement points performing the computer implemented steps of: receiving 
active qos configuration information at a policy enforcement point; receiving new configuration 
information and storing the new configuration information as an inactive configuration of the 
policy enforcement point; storing the active QOS configuration information and the inactive 
configuration in logically separate areas of memory of a network device that serves as the policy 
enforcement point; determining whether the inactive configuration information is properly 
functional in combination with active configuration information; 

However, Vacante et al fails to teach a method of enforcing network quality of service policy 
information at a plurality of policy enforcement points; making the new configuration 
information active in place of the active QoS configuration information only in response to 
receiving an activation message. 

Widegren et al teaches making the new configuration information active in place of the 
active QoS configuration information only in response to receiving an activation message (See 
col. 8, lines 3-6). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate making the new configuration information active in place of the active 
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QoS configuration information only in response to receiving an activation message as taught by 
Widegren et al in the claimed invention of Vacante et al in order to filter and gate data in packet 
data networks (See col. 1, lines 16-17). 

Mandal et al teaches controlling devices on a network through policies. Furthermore, 
Mandal et al teaches a method of enforcing network quality of service policy information at a 
plurality of policy enforcement (See col 7, lines 30-67) 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to incorporate a method of enforcing network quality of service policy information at 
a plurality of policy enforcement as taught by Mandal et al in the claimed invention of Vacante 
et al in view of Widegren et al in order to facilitate high level control over a group of devices 
coupled to a computer network (See col. 1, lines 53-56). 



Allowable Subject Matter 

9. Claims 5,9,12,17 are allowed. 

Conclusion 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Djenane M Bayard whose telephone number is (703) 305-6606. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 7:00 AM-4:30 PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia can be reached on (703) 305-4003. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Djenane Bayard 




